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_at Davis. A th1rd report The Academ1c)Env1ronment focuses more dlrectly

Ba111ff and. Bob N1xon Gaines. . As graduate students and staff members 1n

o CFOREWORD , ' o

. -
N N «
.o ‘
. Y
’ .
< . R

’ .

. Th1s is the f1rst of three, reports about "the perceptions of Davis

-

students based on 1nformatlon Jbta1ned by the 1973 Davis Student Survey.

Both this repOrt and the companton report Graduate/Professlonal Student

. Percegt1ons, are 1ntended to prov1de a genera] overview of student life

AN ')m

on student percept1ons of the academ1t side of campus life, - ™~ " .

- I wish to acknow]edge the va]uable ass1stance provaded by Norman Lynn

$

this office, they were ch1ef1y respons1b1e for the collection and ana]ys1sﬁ

% - A

of data necessary to the preparatxon of these reports.

;

. John M. Winkworth
- ) ) “Coordinator,
; Student Affairs Research &. Eva]uation
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INTRODUCTION -

In 1t§ f1pst year of operathp, the Office for Student Affa1rs ReSearch

and Eva]uat1on undertook the task of assess1ng student needs and.evaluat1ng

-

student serv1ce programs.‘ The pr1mary veh1c1e for th1s aSSJgnment was a

[\

large ma11ed survey whlch was known as the 1973 Dav1s Student Survex_ Sent

) to a,25 percent.random1y selected sample of the student populat1on, th1s 1n- _

strument prov1ded a wea1th of }nformat1on about the Davis student.

The purpose of th1s reporf 1s$to present.a select portion of the ava11-
able data. The subject 1s the undergraduate student An attempt has been
made to identify some of the cr1t1ca]]y important elements which provide an

overview of the undergraduate s Davis-experience. " The information chosen for

- this report consists of two distinct types. The first covers general issues

\f
perta1n1ng to the salect1on of a college and the expected outcome§ of a col-

lege educatlon In th1s part of the report sections ara devoted to the de-
S1red ‘outcomes of college, reasons for, ch0051ng UC Dav1s, degree expectat1ons,
and vocat1ona1 expectat1ons after co11ege Fhe other type of 1nformat1on in-

cluded in th1s repert pertains to student evaluations of the campus envaron-

P4

ment at Davis. Attention is fpcused on areas of needed assistance, serious

\

problems on the campus, and major sources of student satistactidn.

The 1nformat1on presented in this report is. intended to be pr1mar11y de-~

scr1pt1ve The data is reported 1n percentages. For each question compar1-
., sons were made between re]ated sub-group1ngs, e. g R sex, class in schoo]

" college, etc. The comparisons reported in the text are statjst1ca]1y signi-

- .

" ficant, based on a Chi-Square test of signifiéance employing the Yates'

Correction for Discontinuity, p<.05. The specific Chi Square values, how-
. ' ) , . / :

ever, are rot presented. ) ;

‘ o' -l.. /‘ } /
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.;, . ---"’METHODOLOGY

The 1973,Dgy1s Student Survey,was deve1oped by a team of student 1nterns

dur1ng the 1972-73 academic year Emp]oyed by thé'Offlce for Student Affairs
S Research and Evaluat1dn, they worked c]ose]y hith a consu]tant from Education-(

a] ?est1ng Serv1ce thhard E. Peterson, 1n devt§1ng "and adm1n1ster1ng -the in-.
¥ strument The § _grggx_consrsted of four d1st1nct forms, each e1ght.pages in

length The-four forms were comparable in, appearance and fonnat. all the

-

[ -
S .
t
’f.’.:ﬁ"m -

comments. With" the except1on of the cover sheet, the demograph1c questions

(p 2 of each form),&and the .questions on peer adv1sm§ and counsehng pro-

grams (pp. 6 and 7), however, each form conta1ned unique “tems.

N VRN

In order to obta1n a max1mum amount of data at a minimum.of inconvenience

’ -
1

? to the students be1ng samp]ed a matrix sampling procedure for d1str1but1ng the

1

_ §g£xgx_was employed. In the "third:week of May, each fonn,was mailed to a
< T dlfferent computer-selected random sampling of 1,000 students from the tota]
' student popu]at1on For the purposes of the Survey, the .population was de-
fined as every student who had registered for the spr1ng quarter, prior to the
) f1r5t day of 1nst¢uct1on This sampling included individuals enro]]ed 1n the

three undergraduate colleges, thé graduate and profess1ona] sdhools, and the

‘-

DJv1s1on of Extended Learn1ng One week after the surveys were sent out. the

students in the sample were sent postcdrds rem1nd1ng them to return the com-

p]eted quest1onna1re - A'.-. e : ).

’
N

- . A total* of 1,875 quest1onna1res Vere returned out of the 4 000 that were

i

. sent out. The return rate for the entire Survex was 47 percent, with the re-

. \turn rate for 1nd1y1dua] forms ranging from a low of 44 percent-to a high of t

49 percent. This. low rate of returna;wh11e not affect1ng the va11d1ty of the . _

hObtﬂ]ﬂEd resu]ts does not enab]e one to conc]usnve]y apply these resu1ts to

the total student popu]at1on. 7.

quest1ons were mu}t1p1e cho1ce w1th spaces provided for additional’ wr1tten* S

L4
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7 2 BACKGROUND DESCRIPTION OF THE Ut UNDERGRADUAT&‘ R

~®

} o _ The Unj%er51ty of Ca11forn1a at Davis is one of nine campuses w1th1n the
2 Unavers1ty system‘, At Dav1s,‘three out’ of every four studenﬁs on campus are ke
;q enrolled 1n one of the undergraduate colleges In the fa]l of™1973, there were o

YL 11 678 undengraduates wf%h 60 percent in the Co]1ege of Letters and Sc1ence, - T f

32 percent 1n Agr1cu1turaJ and EnV1ronmen%a1 Sc1ences and 8 percent 1n Eng1-
; ﬂi“ neer1ng ~The maJor1ty of new- undergraduates come to Dav1s 1mmed1ate1y after
SR h1gh schoo] but a sg;able'number (43 percent) transfer to Davis after com-

S pletlng work at another co]]ege ) A : -

o / ) K

s ': . The undergraduate populat1on at ﬁav1s is 54 percent ‘male and 46 percent . s

femaTe " While women s11ght1y outnumber men in thé eptering freshman c]ass.

ﬁ‘/

T the higher number of men in the total populat#on can be d1rect1y attrlbuted

- o

;/}' to the fact that 59 percent of transfers are male. The single lergest ‘class

o 1s ‘the Jun1or class, which accounts for 36, perdenf’of\all undergraduates,

'_ sen1ors and freshmen each make up about 22 percent whlle the rema1n1ng 20

{

s o - ———

SR ‘percent con51sfs of SOphomores JIn tenns of academxc maJors the most popu-

lar area of study is the B1olog1ca1 Sc1ences with nearly one th1rd of all - L

S

undergraduates enro]]ed in one of its seven d1sc1p11nes The SoCJa] Sc1enees
’ " and Eng1neer1ng folldw in popu]arlty, together account1ng for somewhat more -

than one-fourth of a]] néwly admitted students

3, oL
- . - — . - -
b A» ...f' >

. - -~ - :
- . x o
. A \ A . '
; . . . .

a _ A DAVIS EDUCATION

. When the Dav1s campus began around the’ turn of the century as>the Uni- -
yersity Farm, there was not'much confu51on abgut why—students came to Dav1s
or what they expectéd to do with" the1r educat1on As an agr1cuTtura1 insti- -

‘tution established to. serve the nebds of the rural popu]ation of Ca11forn1a,

the campus prov1ded students w1th pract1ca1 gnowledge about-solls Crops,- and
[N Y, .0

animals. _ At-the conclhs1on of their stud1es students were then expected tp

apply th1s lnformat1on to improve their own agr1cu1tura1 s1tuat1on back home : o r




. "*i =T ' { - -
QUestions concern1ng student expectat1ons of a Dav1s education, lf

ra1sed on the campus today, would no doubt elicit a d1fferent.set of re-

- ; sponses A Dav1s educatian is no Jonger comp]ete]y\agr1cu1tural, nor ‘do stu-.
. - -
- rdents attend for the same, reasons as . the1r predecessdrs. Their reasons for «

K

. i:attend1ng col]ege-and the1r expectations of the value of co]lege are probab1y~,
‘as ‘diverse as the many academwc areas 1n which they study The fol]oW1ng '

fsect1ons from the §ur!ex_attempt to. exam1ne th1s heterogeneous m1xture more
c]ose]y F1rst the reasons students g1ve for attend1ng UC Dav1s are exam1n-

ed. Then follows a brief 1ook at "the de51red Outcomesoof a college education.-
}
" The final two areas present student degree expectat1ons as well as vocat1ona]

expectat1ons after the comp]et1on of co]]ege ' -

. - i
X - ]
< \

Reasons for the Se]ectlon of UC Dav1s \ \ ' o

o —~%

In the suzxgy a sample of reSpondents were asked to se]ect the three

\

~ most important’ reasons for choos1ng the Davis campus. Table )] presents a

-

comp11at1on of these reasons for freshmen, sophomores, Jun1ors and seniors.

TBLE1 . \ .
Undergraduate Reasons for Choos1ng \ ' 4
. UC Davis, Spring 1973 - N
(in percent) - .

t'© Reason : ®, Frosh Soph  Jr _ Sr.  \Total. -
L S T(N=75) (N77)  (N=114) (N=112)(N=378)
.: °. General campus atmOSphere - - 67 " 77 65 56 E§
B Get a good educat1on there T 49 . 83 51 .55 52
i " Good academic. reputat1on : 48 36 . 49 33 41\.0
Special strength in "intended maJor 37 25, ’ 33 33 32 \
Close to home ’ 3B % .29 19 287
Would be intellectually challenging - 13 21 12 16 15
Other . | 8 B3 15 20 15
Far from home | 17 Mo 10 18, 14
_ Parents expected me to o v 9 1 6 - 10 . 9 g
L Friends were coming here 4 . Ql~ N | R .5 ’
A Offered financial support™ ™" » 7" ‘4 "¢ 3. 27 3
ESN ‘ by . ~ L . T . 4 o "’1"‘
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It iswapbafent'féom Table 1 that undergraduates chepse to attenthavis

. mainly. because of campus atmosphere. Fo]1ow1ng this, students most —e T

often 1nd1cated reasons which were academ1ca11y related. - Over one- ha]f ofT—

C

» the samp]e seiected Dav1s ‘bedause they‘thought they cou]d get a good educa-

#«t
t1on four out of teﬁ because of Davis' good academ1c reputat1on, and near]y

" a th1rd chose Davis because of its spec1a1 strength in their intended major.

Forti-nine perceht of the resnondents noted that the proximity ;? the campus

to the students’ home--either near or, far--was a reason for se]ettihg uco.

An additional analysis of the data revealed-a number of significant dif-

ferences between_qroups determined by sex; college, and admission status.

Women, for example, stressed the.importance-of the campus®atmosphere more

 than men. Students in the College of Letters and Science also stressed the

environment to a breater.degree than those students in Aghicu]ture and'in
Engineering. -Students in the College of Agricu]turai and fhuironmenta]
éciences, on the:otbeh hand, placed a gheater emphasis on selecting ba;is be-
cause they felt thej could get a good education and because of the Special
strenoth in their intended major. Ihis-same emphasis was also thue for stu-

dents transferrlng to Dav1s as compared to those "native students" who enter-
- ' S

ed r1ght after h1gh school.

¥
ey

Hh11e the presence of a campus nestled serenely in a quiet rural set-
tfng'may be most instiumental in attractihg-undergraduates to Davis, their
reasons for attending college go beyond this. A sample of fhe reSpondents
to the _uggex_were asked to rate the relative importance of a series of pos-
sible college outcomes A ranking of results on‘the basis of their being

“of great 1mportance" réveals some 1ns1ghts 1ﬁto the quest1on of what stu-

dents want out of co]lege




MY

. est degree expected.
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T Contrary to the common]y expressed bellef that students come to col]ege 4

LR ~
) to obta1n<a bettér Job the,three outcomes thought to be most‘des1rab1e to

~ -
“ -

" the’ undergraduates were al] re]ated to personal 1ntellectua1 deve]opment - ,*
Three-fourths of the students thought "to 1mprove YOur ab111ty to th1nk and
reason" was.,an outcome of’ great 1mportance S1m1]ar]y, 70 percent fe]t‘the1r

(cho1ce had been made "to ‘broaden your intellectuat 1nterests,"'wh11e an a1-

_ most 1dent1ca1 numbe\’ (69 percent) perce1ved the deve]opment of personal 1n-

. dependence and a senSe of self confidence to be of great 1mportance The.

1earn1ng of spec1f1c sk1lls useful in an occupat1on ranked fourth in 1mpor~ 1
L

tance among slightly more than six oyt of every ten students.

~
»

The rank]ng of these first four outcomes underscores agpo1nt.about the

perceive college as being’ a place for personal and intellectual deve]opment.

N Vocational deveTopment, though important, does ot appear to be primary in -

the minds{of students who choose to attend UC‘Davis.

¥’

) Degfee,Expéctations ’

"

The intellectual interests of Davis undergraduates, reflecteg;in their
responses concerning the desjred outcomes ‘of co]]ege, are further exemp]ified
by the 1arge numper of students planning some form of post graduate education-

al experience. Presented 1n Table 2 is a breakdown, by class, of the thh-

? R -

aspirations of college students which'shouldcbe emphasized. Students seem to

N

-




. . N - g Y ,;. [ %
. ,:‘&‘W " ,r‘ ‘;,5" . » /.‘4 E « :’. - : * ’ st : O © T . i ‘ )‘ " ’ 7
-,“‘. ,‘.:,. ’." : N ; : - -'_\. \ b B ‘ % TABLE 2 ’ l\v: ! Tert A PEERY } ¢ ‘.~' ’: :)':
¥ ; Lot "+ .Highest Degree Expected for . L LT e

- SN o uep Undergraduates, Spring 1973 ° - ’ ARV

¥ ;?—}é\g'j' (in percent) ' e e T T
afl \ ) s .

- - L // ¢ - M . - Al . .
gt - .~ =+ Degree ° " Frosh quh Jr Sr Tota] . . :
AP AN . (N=283) }1 =274) TH=396) (V=417 (N=T, 370) oL,
- Bachelor's * 38 : ;33 '35 .36 ° . A
-l Master's - 23 25 30 .28 27 VA |
LB x o e - Rademic | (18)  (21) (28) 28)  (23) e

DT Sheatgr. (5)) (‘ 4) )(,s).. () (8 ==
.ot - Doctorate . v 25 - 23 230 oL
Soo © . g hAcadémic (8) ‘(n)~ (5); (10) - (.8) C
R - Health (77) - (12)  @7) - (13) - (18) -

>  LawDégree -7 5 -4 6 5. "
Teaching Cred: 7 g . M- B9
' . - . ) ; & '\A/ - . - o . . 's
As indicated in Table 2, nearly two-thirds (64 percent) plan some form of ‘
graduate study. An academic or heaith\refated doctonate is the_objectdve AU
¢ of almost’cne out of eyery four. responding undehgraduates y )

!‘ Two additional” pieces of ana]ys1s on degreevexpectat1ons not ref]ected“ ;

rh Table 2, should be mentioned. For one, there are 51gn1f1cant d1fferences
. in'degree expectations between men and women.: A greater\number of men plan . C
on phrsuing doctdrates and law degrees, ‘while women seekoa higheh pereentage

- of bachelor s degrees, master s degrees in the health sc1ences and teac ing . \\1 .

credent1als. ﬂhether or not th1s s1tuat1on W111 change as graduate and pro:

. ©f —— - ,’-,
ce. 7 ;o

fessional schoo]s become more accessible to’ women remalns to be seen, g CL .
-, ] h \

- Ihe secand, f1nd1ng re]ates to the fact that 46 percent of the students Lo
: e ., 7 "
: maaor1ng 1n the 8101og1ca1 Sc1ences have pJans to obta1h a doctorate ina ., ‘e

~'hea1th f1eld ) B1o]og1ca1 Sc1ence is the 1argest area df Study for undergrad- '
uates; consequent]y, a s;gn1f1cant segment of the student body is engaged 1n 0
the h1gh1y compet%t1ve struggle for acceptance 1nto the profeSS1ona1 schpo]s ;3‘

/of med1c1ne dent1stry, and Veter1nary med1c1ne The ampact of th1s s1tuat1on

; on the campus env1ronment is expanded upon i the 1ater sect1qn on campus problems




table conta1ns a descr1pt1on of undergraduate p]ans for. the»year‘after grad- .
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The Targe number of students plann1ng on- further1ng the1r educatlon afL
v Q\
ter 1eav1ng Dav1s 1s va11dated by 1nformat1on presented 1n Table 3 Th1$

1 \\f ey o

l‘ )

o uat1on. R y e o : .,’ - ) e
, ERS R A . K TABLE 3 . E ”', N
.. S - .Plans for Year After GradUation For - ) L
Ty _ - . Ucp Undergraduates, Spring (1973 . . - )
< Qiige_:, : (in percentg . -, ‘\',“, : )
Vs . '._ . P . . N & N - <~
L ! - » ‘
' . R Frosh So h S’ ' .Tofal ...
oL T (‘_y74 (“9‘7 (“Urs‘)('iﬁ)(ﬁﬂs
Graduate or profESs1ona] schoo] .. 36 39 4
‘Emp]oyment 1n f1e1d of academ1c maJor 14 23 16 ° 16 17. 1'.
Employment .in.; any JOb«yOU can find " 07 10 . 21 B 'j!‘:}'
Travel , .o S - S S T B S
Uncerta1n NN S 2 a7 19 T 22
'Other L 3 5. s ' g8 5
) L . ' P :

AN

As reflected in Table 3, the largest percentage of students p]an to attend

¢ »

: graduate or profess1ona1 schoo] 1mmed1ate1y aﬁter graduatlon, wh11e 1ess thann- -

| whether’or not the students felt they cou]d flnd a. JOb that wouId enable

senior year, there 1§ qn‘obV1QUS decrease 1n uncerta1nty as Well as an- 1n- ‘

) AT ARE. Ny M,
3 . ™ - ’

rx;

30 percent have def1n1te expectat1ons for gett1ng a Job.s Two c]eah]y deﬁhned

trends are ‘evident in the* pencentages se]ect1ng ‘the "uncerta1n" and the em- '

.

; p]oyment 1n any JOb you can’ f1nd” 0pt1ons From,the freshman year to the; -

4

-

crease -in a willingness to accept any aya1]ab]e lob ”f ! LA R

-

A .
/////%$g1s last po1nt--a sort of resrgnatlon to’ the realities of a t1ght JOb
L ’\

market as a student accrues educat1ona] experienpes-1s further suppbrted by

.—

the answers ‘to two add1t1ona1 work-related quest1ons. when asked about~thea

O .

probab111ty of flnd1ng a JOb in thelr chosen f1e1d at graduatzon, only 16 per-

v
"1

‘ (

cent of the respond1ng freshmen sa1d probab]y not Among sen1ors, 38 percent

responded 1n the negat1ve to the same questlon. To a: second questlon on ]

4 N

oy,
] .

/i

N
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them to~havé&the T1fe sty]e they desire,.the reSponses fon freshmen compared

to~tho e(o hé sen1ors reftected the same d1fferent1a1 More than twtce the

. ,\" P

perce\tage P «sen1ors compared to freshmen thought that they probabTy woqu
not Tocate such a JOb One quest1on that rema1ns for further study 1s how 3

e

th1s»process of rea11zatwon takes pTace. e

.
. " . R . .
Vo,a\. . 2 .,.‘)"- . N N o , . . . . i B - . . r [
y . L . . “
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© % PERCEPTIONS OF YHE c‘/uiipus' T

has given way to the mu1t1tude qf difterent purposes and out]ooks her by UCD

& -
studenﬁs today.r This d1vers1ty %s part1cu1ar1y év1dent in students percep~ v

tions of the campus The foTTow1ng sect1on presents three k1nds of percep-
Y

tuaT mater1a] gathered from the Dav1s Student Survey The flnd1ngs on 1nd1-'l

v1dua1 student needsl\campus prob]ems, and campus satlsfacttons prov1de add-

ed m‘ight 1nto W campus exper }nces of -the Daws undergraduate. K 6 /

~

2

Student Needs and Accesszb1114y of ASS1stance 13" . SRR o \"aﬂ

<

A N A substant1a1-port1on of, the urvez was d1rected toward 1dent1fyang the

- L&Y e

percelved needs of Da is undergraduates. Students Were provided wlth a 11st
/‘"\\l "-hé,. P

of coJTege student conce i and asked to 1nd1cate whether or not: they had

v

s t.

. heeded ass1stance w1th each concern dur1ng the‘past academ1c year. Further-

s

T morga for each concern they re asked it appropriate ass1stance was acce551- .

J

b]e on the campus. TagTe Y eonta1ns the “pec1ffc 11st of concerns, the per-

:

'centage of studehts need1 g aSSIStance.w1th each concern and the perce1Ved
&

hA e ey, Y

access1b1}1ty of such ass1stance. The concerns, for.the sake of"cTar1ty,

“ s

have been grouped 1nto ?UUr areaS' Academlc, Vocatvona]i PersonaT Soc1a1,\w

. Y N s e A - ‘o
'-'Q, ¥ oL N
d . 4 -

AN - PRERANS
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5. VT TPercentage of - Students Negding-Rssistance and Perceived S
U Acces§1b1hty of" Ass1stance vnth Coﬂegte Student Concerns . | * -
EO ‘\th . » (%3 . : i £ .

R S N O - - Accessi- . -
LU e W T Needed bility -

.- »1 t »i ) ! o ,3 - . e e - He]p « ‘of HE]J)*

i ; ¥ LACADEMIC, . {—- & \’,. ; ’ - ) . . ] ” Lt , \

' C]amfymg educatmnal goals . R vt .56 _: ‘Moderate C,
.. Planning ansacademic major_ * R P ¢ 7. 50Y High ..’
»<-‘;,,‘-» ¢Selecting an academic major- ,° - ) = 39  High - .
* - ‘Learning -Kow ‘Lo make good:-use of the hbraries > ~32™ High-

- Help.with cldsses (tutoring). .. = . _ 24 - Moderate .
. Improving_ stldy/reading skills R S R Moderate
| VOCATIONAL - . T S
. ) Informatmon on grad/prof schoo'ls adm1ssmn standards ) 50 High .
g»» . Information on applying to grad/prof ‘schools .~ - 42 High o
R Fmdmg a part- -time/summer job in area of ant1c1p career 4 Maderate
. Flndmg a job after graduatwn . : 21 LModerate .
" PERSONAL-SOCIAL R Sy ,' L L
~ Health care - ) S | © 76 ° -High
Birth control o v , : 26 -, High
. Roormate hassles ) -~ o ‘ ' 24 Moderate
~ Developing interpersonal av?areness/sens1t1v1ty\ .20 Moderate
_ =% Finding 1dent1ty as a person 19 Moderate
.~ Personal crisis ° _ 14 High. =
Draft and veterans ae ; iy . 1 High .
.- Legal . ) T 1 Moderg}e ,
.- Marriage or re]at1onsh1p problems ) .10 Moderdte -
"~ Religfous or eth1ca1 guidahce . ~ 10 Moderate
- "= 1. Childbirfth - . S . 8 High %
N .- Sexuality . A © e ‘ %« 6 < . High

N Venereal disease 0L , - 5_ High i

R -~ Abortion *. - R o 2. High }

i “Sterilization 7 ) 1 H1gh
; .. Driggs " S " 1 - High *
s MATNTENANCE = - ) e o «

A andmg su1tab1e housing . ' ¥ 40 . High '
. Finding a part-time' job to earn additional money 36 Moderate -
:*,~..". Short'term financial assistance - loans 20 High.

,'y B Obtaining financial credit 18 . Moderate © .

-, -Learning.how to repair ‘your car .' 17 ~Low .
.Consumer 'information on local merchants _ - : *15 Moderate

.- Bidgeting and’managing money - L, » 10 Jlow s
+ . - Planning good, nutritious meals ) 107 7 Low-

" Information on minor hofe repalrs : . oY 8 Low 5
< Chﬂd care .. . oL ..+ % . 1. Moderater , -
%"”* ingh'#‘LOO%A-f 75%; Moderate = 74% - 50%; Low = less than 50% h
R et e »..' , ) - " ! s - =
SRS o ' o :
/ N n‘. : - @ N : ) » - a , |
‘~ . . _ 10« ;"'“ -
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TaB]e 4 enumerates those concern5w4h1ch are most prj%a}ent in the m1nds

est pe centage of, students The other concerns affectlng at least one- ha]f of

) '(:- the tudents seem to be 1nt1mate1y re]ated to present and futureﬁeducatlonal

ac 1v1ty, .these ‘incTude c]ar1fy1ng educatlonal objectives (56 percent), plan-

-~ -

-~ " ning an academ1c maJor (50 percent), and obta1n1ng 1nformat1on about graduate/

prof 551ona1 schoo]s adm1ss1on standards (50 percent) ’ ) '7_

-~

A second general grouplng of concerns cons1sts of those 1nd1cated by at

- - 0

-~

lea,t 30 percent of the respondents. These 1nc1ude add1t10na1 items pertaln-

Al

ing|to academ1c act1V1ty, as we]T as concerns with locat1ng part t1me emp]oy-g

[y

ment| aridd suitable housing. Forty- tyo percent of the samp]e needed help ob-

tainjing 1nformat1on about app1y1ng to graduate/profess1ona1 schoois, 39 per-
/

cent needed he]p in se]ectlng a maJor, and s]1ght]y less than one- thwrd need-a -

ed hélp in 1earn1ng how to use thé 11braries ATso, students.reported need1ng‘

-

e _ a551 tance 1n finding a part-tlme jotf e1ther to earn addltIonal money (36 per-

- = e

- cent) or for exper1ence in the area of their ant1c1pated career (M percent)

7 .
Finally, 40 percent of the students declared that they needed he]p jin finding

su1tab1e housing." S : a — -~ L e

&

Y

+

Conta1ned w1th1n\the overa]] ana1x51s of - underg‘raduza needs presented
xam

v in ?ab]é(4 are fuﬁ%her contrasts worth ment1on1ng For e p*é there aré a

‘-

51zab1e number of concerns that more s1gn1f1cant1y affect women than men -Ho- ‘

.Y "
men reported needing more ass1stance 1n c]ar1fy1ng educat1ona1 goals, in plan-

n1ng and selectlng a maJor, in f1nd1ng acpart -time Job tb\earnvadd1t1ona1 Jmon-

ey, and 1n locat1ng su1tab]e hou51ng They a]so mentloned needing more ass1sz.‘

Y. RN

“tance w1th persona] crlses, birth contrb]'information and roommate problems. .

-
3 -~

An exam1nat10n by c]ass level polnts out the fo]low}ng sophomopes required

more he]p in selecting a major; juniors requ1red more he?p in f1nd1ng qutable

hous1ng, and sen]ors requ1red more help in f1nd1ng a Job after graduat1on and j

in app1y1ng to graduate/profess1ona1 .schools.,” The sign)ftcanoe of'the‘juniors‘

of Davis undergraduates "The need for hea1th care was exé%essed by the great-. “

&
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L. .- ..~ TABLES
¥ . . ° ‘ R -
- ' Undergraduate Percept1ons of Ser1ous Campus Problems =
- _ © Spring 1973
- ;: . " T{in percent) . Y
2 { . Y ;- - @ .
2 1. Compet1t1on in classes . L T + 160
> 2. Cost of- hous1ng : _ o, - 43
‘ . 3. Gettlngeto know~snstructors personally . 38 )
. A Transportat1on from Dav1s to other: areas <. 3/ .
* 5, Qua11t} of c]asses taught by T.A.! - - 3N - .
% 6. Ge€t1ng help in making career dec1sions < o 30 ’
_ -1. .Instructors who- are more 1nterested in the1r research' . 29.+
¢ - thad in teaching " .
7.7 Getting )nformatton ‘about spec1f1c classes before 29, -
preenro]lment . - - D T
© 9. Cigarette smoking in classes T . - 28“
. 9. . Adequaty pf cafipus parkirg foi students' cars 28~ ot
S "f, - - 12 / ‘ | . "
- ,“ ) z‘" - I . 16 >t . ' ) , ' ,\(:

T"‘ s N . ')’ (,;_. ‘,’ - ; cw \ ; i . R ; R "i_.\'\'i < .‘ ,‘_ - -
need for he]p w1th hous1ng no doubt reflects the concerns of the large '
° v‘ o )

transfer popuXat1on, most of whom enter uco ad’ Jun1ors. B >

K The accesslb1hty of«asswtance as percewe& by Dav1s students was

‘_ measured on a sca]e that&arb1trar11y def1ned less than 50 percen%’as 1ow, 50

T ,Serious Problems-with the Davis Environment ;

5 *f\

"to 74 percent as moderate and 75 percent and above as h1gh Students report-

.ed few areas as hav1ng Tow access1b111ty, those areas seen as hav1ng low ac-

' cess1b111ty, such as 1earn1ng how to.repair your car, are areas in which Uni-*

vers1ty_1nvolvement is marginal. In genera], serv1ces 1ntended to meet the

~ -
-~

) Jpr1mary student\needs were perce1ved as read11y access1b1e by the maJor1ty

-~ -

of student respondents. : ‘ P N .

- -
*

> »

~ -

~ While tﬁe preced1ng section of this report focused on 1hd1v1dua1 student

- . %

il concerns, thJs port1on presents a closef look at campus-w1de problems as per-

. ce1ved by Dav1s undergraduates. From a 11st1ng of twenty-one p0551b111t1es,

S . -

students were agted to indicate whwch problems were serlous which were minor,

. ®

and wh1ch\were"pf no consequence. Tab]e 5 contains a rank1ng of problems

Rased'on the percentage of students who pe ceived‘each p;oblem‘as serious.

*o
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L. e TABLE' § (cont.y s . -
ié g; B1cyc]e/pedestrv6n safety on campus LT 28 ;:
~ 12. Dogs running “Toose on campus _ T TCEY AR
.12, Amount of. outside Tighting on campus. : ’ Y
14. Cheat1ng on examifiations ° o .'t"; :'-?5'-;-L1, :
. 5. F1nanc1a1 poverty among students - Y -
P ".* 15, Thefts and burg]ar1es in Davis ‘_ L .
K o T},__Rapes and assaults on“students” = & . - o 18_ i’ -
G 18, .Getting .to know people of the opposite sex - 4, "
. 9’“ Child tare . - SRR L F S () IR
S J. Mak1ng new friends . L TPy I
H L 21.\,Re1at1ons among racial or ethnic groups - Lo -8 O
- — U
4 Acad cerns.’ -t Qs .
’4 \ . cademic ‘concerns,. which comprised-the maJor1ty -of stud personal -
i

. Needs, are also ref]ected in the moré general campus prob]ans found in Table

S .

.’
5. Three of the f1ye most serious problems re]ate to the* cademic environ-
. IS .~..}

. a ment Compet1t1on in c]asses Was perceived to be a serious problem by six
| out of every ten respondents. The-prob]ems of gettlng to know 1nstructors
)persona]]X (38 pe:cent) and thecq0a11fy of c]asses taught by Teaqh1ng Ass1s—
w tants (31 percent) were. a]so seen as ser1ous concerns. -The cost ‘of housing
" (43 percent) and transportat1on to other areas (34 percent), ranked secogd
,and fourth respect1ve1y, re]ate d1rect1y to 11v1ng in.the commun1ty

bY
i - -

e Al

. .

. Interestlngly enough the academ1c concern w1th cheatlng on exam1nat1ons,
4

recently expressed by some facult and adm1n1strators, was not perce1ved by
Y &

.. T students as a ma;or campus_ prob]em. Th1s pﬁob]em ranked fourteenth OVerall

L . subscribed to by on}y one out of every four:students Whil Cheat1ng may not

_vbe a“serious prob]em for al] undergraduateSI a further ana1y51s of -the-data in

H

Tab]e 5 revea]ed an 1nterest1ng para]]el between academ1c competwtlon and s '

- cheat1ng

4

R (i::ii% - qu groups, expressed s1gn1f1cantly gr ater prob]ems W1th academ1c compe-

] ',\

1t1on and cheating, - WOmen more than men and. students maJor1ng 1n tﬁe

sc1ences (i. e., the Agr1cu1tuda] Sc1ences the Physical Sc1ences and Math and -
P v A, R ‘\ 3']3

-
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-part1cu1ar]y the Blo}og1ca1 Sc1ehces) more; than students major1ng in the S
other academ1c d1sc1p11nes//perce1ved‘greater érobfems w1th academ1c compe- B .
tition. Though not as ser1ous as. the prob]em w1th compet1t1on cheatang also
e Was percelved as sziiﬁshixa s1gnﬁf1cant1y greater percentage of the women and.
o ‘sc1ence maJors The oncern w1th competlt19n and“cheattng was espec1a11y ap- ' B
v | .parent in the responses of the B1o]og1ca155c1engé maJors The added f1nd1ngs

that. Jun1ors~-those most. 1ikely to be 1nvolved in app1y1ng to profess1ona1 .
' 'schbols--and students p]ann1ng on graduate hea}th science degrees are also

f'more s1gn1f1cant1y affected by cheating help to focus attentaon on the stress S

‘ that is being fe]t by th1s substant1a1—portvon of the student body.
. - % - .- . T - A . P

. Sources' of. Satisfaction g , °

£

The ma1ntenance of quality in a 1earn1ng env1ronment requ1res an aware-

ness and understand1ng of the’positive factors .as well as the negative. S
1

The preced1ng two- sect1ons have carefully enumerated the student concerns

“

. and campus prob]ems * The focus of th1s f1na1 sect1on is on-an elaborat1on ’ s

of - those positufr?nﬁnents of the Dav1s cgmmun1ty which students find most
. satisfying. | ¥ .

. . In a port1on of the Survey, student rgsppndents were asked to indicate
i b

their sat1sfz:Zjonj2w1th a number of aspects of University 11fe A four

oint Likert ale was employed, w1th choices ranging from "very d1ssat1s-

f1ed" to "very satisfied." Percentages in Tab]e 6 represent a comb1nat1on -

A ) . . T
-t Cof the very sat1sf1ed" and "faJrly sat1sfqed" responses . < Tt
:f ‘ P TABLE 6 - _ - . .“ - ‘
) ' Undergraduate Sat1sfact1ons with Var1ous d -
‘ Aspects of Campus Life, Spring - 1973 .
3 _ (in percent .
. ’s_" * . - - * " N *
& . 0pportun1ty to-participate in $ports and recreatignal =293
e activities C . ) .
ii' . 2. General atmosphere of the .campus- ‘ 87 ‘¢
N 3. 0pportun}ty—for‘a variety of. entertainment (lectures, * 86 '
. . mov1es;\‘_ncerts)
[ : s - . ]41'8 ‘ - '_ .’: . . ) . . . | ‘
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-’

ey Parks and recreat1onal facrl1t1es In Davis - -85
P 7'3{ Health Care ava1lable . ¥L o o L . . 8 0~
- k‘ . Q. Ava1lab1l1ty of good, places to study . '. - 80
K 7. Freedom in choosing classes : . 79
' 8. 0pportun1ty to learn crafts and hobbies o 78
9. Soc1al life . ., 77
10. General content. of classes . v . I TS
: 11 0pportun1ty to “develop fr1endsh1ps ; ' S ' 74 . o
: . “12. Contact with faculty members B 68 -
‘.’: \ 13.". Opportunity for 1ndepende t study Gi“;
: ~'l3. 0pportun1ty\to express opfinion on campus and social 1ssues 67
<7 15. Contacts. .with deans and administrators g . 85"
7 s, Ava1lab1l1ty of tutoring|, _ _ T S . 55
7, Advising in major departpent ¢ . = S 54.
R .ﬁ7i° Cdreer counseling in major field o 7 \j«Sl
~ 19. Opportunity to participdte in campus decision-making Y
- 720.. Contact with non-studen ’residents of Davis - _ 42
-» 20, Sjze of classes N ')P - _f o -4 A
CL 22, Oppartunity for pract1cal application‘of what‘jsvlearﬁédg_ 40 A
: in class , . . : co. .o
23. Student government ,(ﬁf\\) ( . ey 37
N ‘ N N v U ‘

Tﬁe data’ presented in Table 6 clearly po1nt out that undergraduates re-
ceive the gredtest amount of sat1sfact1on from the non -academic env1ron-
| ment An overwnelmlng percentage (93 percent) expressed satlsfactlon with
) opportun1t1es to part1c1pate in sports and recreat1onal act1v1ties wh1le

%
equally h}gh percentages mentloned ‘deriving satlsfact1on from the general

LT atmOSphere of the campus—{8¥~percent)——the var1ety of enterta1nment (86 per-
cent), and recreational fac111t1es in Dav1s (85 percent) The fact that the
o env1ronment is g1ven as the s1ngle most important .reason for select1ng uc
o Davis (see Table l) further substant1ate§'the 1mportanae of the atmOSphere

"' - to the Daviy learn1ng env1ronment ' IR

;. . -
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e ‘:' Though not among the hlghest sources of sat:sfactvon f1ve d1fferent

aspects of, the academ1c env1ronment were. v1ewed as Sat1sfactory by at 1east

r &

. two th1rds of the undergraduates The ava1]ab1T1ty of good p1aces to study
(80 percent) and freedom in choos1ng c]asses (79 percent) raﬁged the" h1ghest
The remann1ng three .included sat1sfact1on w1th the content of c]asses (76
percent), contact W1th faculty (68 percent);-and opportunities forAindepenf

dent study {67 percent) AU - i-\‘-'_ L “.'\ -

SN Students were, however, mléed in. their feelings about other forms of- ;
acadah1c acf1v1ty Both adVJSlng and career counse11ng wére Jjudged as satis-
factory by on]y a s]1ght maJor1ty (54 percent) of the students Part1cu1ar1y
d1ssat1sf1ed were studphts in Letters and Sc1ence as-well’ as. students 7 major-,

.ing in the B1o]og1ca1 Sc1ences and in the Social and Behav1ora1 Sc1ences.
[4

Student d1ssat1sfact1on With c]ass stze and W1th the opportun1ttcs for prac- .

t1ca1 appT1cat1on of what they learned was more pronounced Each was Judged
?s
satisfactory by, four out of tenfstudents._ Aga1n, students in.the B1o]vgfcal

_{v

Sciences were pronunent‘among the d1ssatisf1ed !
.//

//'@, , ‘ .
“. ; CONCLUSION ‘ . ’ ¢

”~ e

v = Based on the)V1ews of undergraduate reSpondents to the Dav1s,5tudent
. Survey, the environment 1s one of the mos t Positive aspests of the Davis,

) campus. .It is the maJor reasgn students chgose to: atte::\abkuamukras yell
as the source of the1r greatest sat1sfact1on. Parks -and recreat1ona1 op-

L

portun1t1es abound enterta1nment is p]ent1fu1, and assistance with problems

-
=

is readily access1b]e A source of conS1derab1e support the Campus atmos~
" phere undoubtedLy makes it eas1er for students to dea] W1th the stresses of
" ' + academic ]1fe wh1ch at Davis appear to be a* major cause for, concern. s
v e s Those‘concerns thought “) students to be most s1gn1f1cant relate d1rect~~
ly to the academtc 51de of eampus life, Academlc compet1t1on was perce1ved
T as the stngle most sertous campus problem. In add1t1on three of- the f1ve

¢ Wt * . 16 ) % i “s
- ‘4 N " -
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most sertous problems were academ1ra11y ré1ated The same picture is pre-
P v

-, sented by the information on areas of needed a551stance? Here again academic

needs were uppermost in the fiinds of the respondents. . :
Current]y the envwronmental supports appear to suff1o1ent1y comp]ement

the level of perce1ved apademlc pressure, as the seem1ng prosperity of the,
' campus learning environment would attest. It is important that tnis balance
be ma1nta1ned s0 that ﬁ;/ure students will beeable to successfu]]y cope with .

academ1c stresses which seem to be inhereit on a h1gh1y competitive uniyer-

51ty campus - .
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